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An attempt ir» made in this paper to study 
how Dravidian ideology was influenced by 
Communist philosophy, rationalism, . radi- 
cplism, atheism, socialism and economics. 
V adras Presidency Association, Self-Respect 
Lague, Self-Respect Socialist Party, Justice 
P.rty and Dravidar Khazhagam . were 
in portant Dravidian movements of the 
prriod 1930-40. The Dravidian ideology 
w ts essentially a product of E.V. Ramaswami 
Niicker popularly known as ‘Periyarh the 
in iuence. of communism on him and the 
above, movements has to be analysed. 

The Political condition of Tainiinadu 

The period 1930-40 was surchargc d__with 
nationalist— movem ents! WKen7\ people 
s; irted to think of an independent India, 
socially and economically, they found that 
tiey were discriminated and divided on 
various grounds. While educated elite was 
ji'si trying to understand the:..modern poli¬ 
tic! concepts and. their applicability to 
I? dian context, common people were sub- 
ic ;tcd to various socio, economic and poli- 
ti al obsessions. When the question “who 
should rule India after the British?” arose, 
if e people were divided. The ambitious 
o f Indian political leaders in such power 
s niggle clashed with the interests of com¬ 
mon people. According to their perceived 
i( oology, the leaders tried to mobilise masses 


on the basis of emotional and sensitive 
issues to achieve political goals. Thus, in 
Madras State the ‘caste polities’ arose with 
anti-Brahminic tendencies. With all their 
internal differences, to some extent, the 
non-Brahmiji movements had some specific 
common ideologies. E. V. Ramaswami 
Naicker played an important rcie in bring¬ 
ing such like minded ideologists together. 

EYRs Foreign Tour 

EVR left India on December 13, 1931 
along with his colleagues S’. Ramanattian, 
secretary of the Self-Respect movement 
and Erode Ramu on a tom of Russia and 
other European countries. EVR utilised 
this tour to his best by studying western 
and particularly Communist principles and 
systems wherever he went. They bec ame 
m embers of the R ationalist Prss Associatl oTT 
o f London. After going through their 
publications, they decided to subscribe, as 
the material could be used in the Indian 
context. Accordingly, they made arrange¬ 
ments with the .Association to send their 
publications to India. To understand 
labour problems, they had: also met. some 
labour leaders in London. 

At Berlin, they visited several socialist and 
communist organisations and tried to study 
the revolutionary movements. An interes¬ 
ting episode may be mentioned here about 
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thei r • v?$ it to Nuebst .-gociorj es.^ By joipmg 
wnn oJBer rudisi ; members, iuey even pos ;o 
f n photographs. They interpreted that the 
l ractice of nudism might help them in their 
l ursuit of self-re&peet ideology, perhaps 
l wading to self-realisation of social-justice, 
j'ist like some God-believing ascetics, who 
also adapt and adopt similar methods. In 
any case, it is not at all new for Dravidian 
ideologists, as even today it is not uncommon 
f>r them to peform antics like feasting 
Hfore fasting religious groups, carrying 
f re-filled pots and fire-walking to prove their 
atheism against theism and so on T It was 
r sported that even after their return to India, 
they not only did not fell shy about their 
midist experiments, but also allowed their 
photographs to be published. 1 

Then, they reached the erstwhil e USSR 
ana stayed there for three months. They 
net the then Soviet President, Mikhail 
I 'anovich Kalinin. They were very much 
impressed by the Russian people, society and 
institutions based on socialism and commu¬ 
nism. Their visit to various schools, scien- 
tific institutions, art centres, factories and 
collective farms in different cities* created 
a 1 indelible impression about egalitarianism 
and communism in their minds. Howeve r 
it is Ycry evid ent that it was EVR. who ' was 
more infiu enced-by the communist, ideol ogy 
t han his colleagues. In faci, S. Ramanathan 
openly expressed his opinion that Soviet 
C rnimunism would not be suitable to Indian 
soil, because of entirely different socio¬ 
economic and religio-political conditions. 2 
B it, EVR .was very much impressed, by th e 
socialist and c ommunist philosophy^ an d 
h * decid ed to apply the system to Tami l 
sc'ciely. It will not be an exaggeration 
tc^mehtion that the three months stay 
a USSR made EVR to adapt and adopt 
ti e communist ideology as part of his pro- 
g am me directly or indirectly for three 
tl«*eades,. in spite of several political compul- 

& ms and resl.riclions. 


In M oscow, apendmg M ay 
ticriu EVR spoke jiboui the condition of th 2 
oppressed and suppressed cla sses of Indie L 
A. :er having sey.eraf meetings with commt • 
pift colleagues, he was even prepared t » 
apply for the citizenship for USSR. But, it 
was reported that it did not materialise, be¬ 
cause of political reasons. 3 However, he and 
his colleagues became .mcmbcvs_ of Anti-reli ¬ 
gious propaganda Association in~ Moscow^ 


Differences with S. Ramau at hyn _ 

Reference . has already been made about 
Ramanathan’s reservation on the application 
of communist ideology in the Indian context, 
but EVR had decided to adopt it t otally for 
his self-respect and lrravidfan ideolog y. 
Wlicn, EYK started cliaiiglug the propaganda 
of self-respect movement on the lines of 
communism, S. Ramanathan expressed his 
disagreement. . Another contraversy had 
also ereated a wedge between them. That 
was the incidence of EVR leaving S* Rama¬ 
nathan at. Marsailles without any money. 
When E VR returned to. Madras on Novem- 

"ber "1.177 1 932, 


Was explained away that he would retur n 
after visiting Geneva. But, the letter of 
3. Ranunathan addreised to J.S. Kannappan 
proved the fact. 4 This resulted in some sort 
of personality elash and ideologial difference 
between the President (EVR) and secretary 
of the movement. S. Ramanathan, who 


had q uit the Congre ss i n 1925 to fol lo w EVR 
into self-respect, movement r ejoined Con ¬ 
gress in 1936~to contest "electio ns as candT 
dat?rTrom Tanjorel Later, fie became a 
imntstcf m Ra^i^cabrnci:. To find an 
altei-natiVeTTEVR had to coiloborate with 
M. Singaravelu . Therefore, a general body 
was convened on 2>-29_Deeemb er. 1932. 
After deliberations, it was decidedtb form 
Self-Respect League and S elf-R espect Sama- 
dharma Party (Sclf-Respect SociarisnPanyj 
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-Kmg’s Rally’ :appr«J^dfeg the incision of 
atheist, and communist principles under the 
gu'se of socialism, dubbed it as “an obse- 
qu ous copy of Soviet: Communism”.^ The 
fir t objective of the pre-amble of the ‘Erode 
programme’ was very clear in advocating 
nc : only freedom from tile British, but also 
fi rm the other so called capitalist , forms of 
government. 6 It proposed the change of all 
native states into one common Indian Feder¬ 
ation. The above two points are indications 
r ow communist principles were adopted 
with political orientation and. differing from 
the nationalist ideology of majority of Indians 
at that time! Though the resolution for such 
?: move was opposed by • S; Ramanathan; 
Sr mi OhMambaranar and others, it was 
accepted with, a* majority, 7 

d ravidian 9 press and Communism 


The above Tara* l journals in 1933 conti¬ 
nuously pubhshed articles an Russia an i 
projected thai.lt wai the number one ega'i- 
t; rian : state oh the earth. According o 
‘ Tamilan’, “Russia stood foremost among >t 
the nations of the wo rld in indust ry and ail 
other TEfe reasons for such progress 

was comrnxmtsm: Russian Revolution of 
1917, life of Karl Marx, principles of comm¬ 
unism and other connected articles were 
regular features. Parallels were drawn and 
suggestions made as to how communism 
and ‘Sclf-Respcct’ concepts could be effecti¬ 
vely used to achieve the expected goals. In 
1934-36, a number of booklets were pu bli¬ 
shed mostly translated from the Communis t 
and atheist propaganda materials. 


Communism, Christianity and Self-Respect 
Movement 


Tile Dravidian periodicals ‘ Samadharmam 
( Communism ), ‘ PuratcilP (Revolution) ^ 
T ^mizhan?Tajndian) , * Paguttanvir I Ra tional 
Wisdom) and ‘Vcdigundu’ (Bomb) started 
p. opagating communist ideology with the 
atheist dosage of anti-5raiiiniri and anti- 
B rndu attacks. . .A biography of: LatirTwas 
translated and serialised in ‘Communist’, 
R udi Arasu reacted in a curious maimer by 
g’ving much importance to the imprison- 
n»ent of two Britisil engineers in Russia. 8 
1 lis kind of pro-Russian campaign was 
coupled with anti-capitalist writings. EVR 
openly aired his views about . capitalism 
tagging with Britishers and justified its en 
d.cation from India. 9 With the help, of the 
fc hour leader, M. ..'Singaravelfi., the cam¬ 
paign. was accelerated towards, other walks 
o .‘ life of Taiiumndu.. A Raihinasab apa thy 
aTd_A. Raghax an -%uiti. 

S hgHravgi ii’s ‘Kadavulu im. prapanchamunr 
, ‘ Goa ancTUniverse ' and Wi ujana Muraiyum 
j n udajNambikkalyum. (Scientific mcthotianci 


In the adoption, process of communism 
in the agenda of Self-Respect movement, a 
new turn tookHplace. as m suciTa process, 
the self-respecters had to face with the 
opposi tion o f Christians, Tl^Rationalist 
B ook PublisEmg Society, pari _ of the move¬ 
ment, nacLits headquarters ai Ero de. As it 
received the publications from the Rations- 
list. P ress Association o f London, they were 
translated into Tamil and distributed at low 
prices. Initially, some of them were against 
the concepts and tenets of Christianity, .which 
included “God why I became a Sceptic?” 
by Ingcrsoll, the famous American atheist; 
“Has Religion made any contribution to 
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Confessional’ 


ana ‘Death will” of Jean 
Meslier, a. Catholic priest. They were under 
the impression that by opposing Christianity, 
| i gnoranf Miefs) showliow his TOtings~w^^aplialism could be :countered paving way 
1 utilised successfully fox bothcommunism for communism. B ut, the Christians expo- 
and atheism. ; sed their motive. The Catholic* journal 
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•JCm&’fc RaUy^oponh' countered their prona-r 
gTnoiT7"nd reacted against EVR’s-statement 
n ade on March 6, 1935, which purported o 
ecpiain the. objectives of the movemert. 

I asserted that EVR was. trying .to throw, a 
v :il over the Godless and Communist acti- 
v’ties of the self-respect movement, 10 Tne 
Hf-respecters were, also accused of . having 
a share in the 50 lakhs of-rupees annually 
spent on India by Moscow. Though A. 
b aghavan, a leading member of Self-Respect 
movement and K.A.P. Viswanathan, secre¬ 
te ry of Justice Party later denied that they 
ware red propagandists, xh &j Pravidiah 
pr ^ss continued to propagate communism. 
The Christians not only lodged a -protest 
against the publications, but also brought 
t! eir activities to the notice of Pope Pius IX 
yin Vatican. On December 30, 1*33, EVR 
^cjS . was arrested along with his sister E.V. Kann- 
juN- who was the e ditor- of ‘Puratcb i’ 

r egistering a case against him under Sectio n 
124- A of the Indian Penal Code for alleged 
Communist propagna da and sedition. He 
was convicted for sedition and sentenced to 
undergo nine months imprisonment and pay 
a fine, of Rs. 300/-. He was released on May 
1 5, 1934. E ugene F. Irschick points, out that. 
FVR ‘was forced to back away from much 
of his socialist orientaion because of govern¬ 
ment pressure’ 1! But, in fact, he continued', 
t o carry on his tirade against Hinduism , 1 
instead of Christianity with .the dosage of 1 
'communism' till his death.' 2 . ' ~~ 


rather and pub i; c As was 

th 'ro ughly imbibed with c ommapis m. it is 
ey: deni that he was aw ar e or me com munist 
vie w about nation, state and other politica l 
Qo iee pts.7 IT o ne. closely analyses the mcan- 
ni- Lg and evolution of the expressions. 4 Self- 
Respect’ and ‘Self-Determination’,, the close 
relation can easily be found. Lenin in. his 
works . clearly pointed, out in 1916 about the 
‘socialist revolution and the right to nations 
to self-determination’, wich were under the 
suppression and oppression of capitalist 
countries, In fact, such ideas were found 
not only in the speeches and writings of 
EVR and. his followers but also in their 
organisational documents. For example, a 
pam phlet issued by the Seif-Respect League 
mentions about ‘^different, nationalities” _Oa._ 
jndia ^... The Erode programme recommends 
about the “change of a!! Native States into 
one common Indian Federation under the 
rule of the workers and peasants of India”; 
Certain factors like language, race, culture, 
heritage etc, were highlighted to justify the 
claim of the Tamilian's for- separate nation¬ 
hood. But, however when communism, 
was banned in JulyTl 934 7 E VR ? Thb^u gh hef 
wa s a staunch l eftist oriente d i deologi st 
suddenly declared that “his party was no 
co nununis t^vi exited, bu t common-or iented”. 
Many of the Self-Respecte rs also disowned 
their communist cioakTh ls critics describ ed 
that “h e was combination of so many 
contradictive ideologies”. 1 -* ~~ 


Self-Respect, Self-Determination and ^ Though, he openly disowned communism. 

Separatism because of political compulsions, he conti¬ 

nued to have the cherished ideology. In 
To what extent the communist ideology deed, in Decemb er, 1938 , hejnade the de¬ 
ll ad affected EVR and his mo ve ment ean b e mancTfor ‘Dravidastan’ during The Justice" 
n oticed from the metamorphosis of tfie~ par ly conference held at Madras. C.N. 
i? o vement during the period 1930-40. EVR Ahnadurai explained in detail about this in 
n >t only participated in the May day eele- his controversial book. ‘Aryan Myth* 1 * , 
b ations in Russia, when he was there in According to . him s the demand .fox Bravi- 
1 232, but also appealed to the Sdf-Respec- dastern was not the echo of Pakistan,, but 
fcrs to celebrate, it by organising youth it was the other way, as the ;demand for 



Pakistan'was ma^s in Lahore ‘ on-Mar^h 22, 
1 9< 0 ; . whereas . tnis demand- was' -made id 
|9: EVR found common cause with the 

A ioint~ •Dravida-XsTahtie Irtmy 


separate nation, bvt aho .'dver-er^phasised 
that Dfavidians we c a separate race wit x 
di tinetive language entirely different fro i 
’Aryari • race 5 Tliis motivated striictur I 


Muslim^ 

wy. formed to oppose the Brfilsh and the change from caste to ethnicity in the south 
Ax/sLns.. . EVR also proclaime d. hi the;T£ovai In dian politics has : also been pointed oi t 
conference that the . Dravidiaas .might live by M.R. Banett, S. Ai Bahet and others. 15 
un ier the: rule.'of Pakistan, but not'with E Y& met Sir Stafford Cripp s and put for- 
Ar/ans.. AXicr becoming : the pre sident of ward the demand of Dravidanad in 19397 

tV Justice party, presiding over the Justice .- - — •^ --————i' 

Confederation held at.T iruvafuFfn August, Conclusion: .: ’ . 

1940 he stress ed that, ".•.fortEc^libertv and “ 

freedom of Dravidians. .thev had to undertake .. Frorn the foregoing discussion, a picture 
tRelmportant work of se^iFHmg tEeD^idi~ i& ^ bta m e d about the political condition of 

Tamilnadu during 1930-40, where the for- 


country’from the rest of India.” A resolution 
was also passed to that effect 1 ; 5 : :~ 

S. Sarawati 16 and Louis Dumont 17 have 
opined that the resolution was the starting 
pomt of the Dravidian secessionist movement 
which began about the same time when the 
‘tv o-naticn. ■ theory was formulated by the 
Muslims on the basis of ‘their language, 
religion and culture’, ilere, it may be 
mentioned that the separatist demand made 
on the lines of race, language, religion, 
culture and other factors also coincided with 
the communist propaganda about self-deter¬ 
mination, nationhood, nation-state, and 
other hypotheses and theories. Lenin 
clearly propounded that the right of self- 
determination was always linked with the 
right to secede. Therefore, the Dravidian 
theoreticians and ideologists not only pro¬ 
pagated the idea that ‘TamilaganT was a 


maiion of cases based organisation leading 
to caste politics, linguistic based agitations 
leading to regionalism and htcnic or racial 
movements cading to separatism, because 
of the adoption and mixing of communist 
and western political concepts. By taking 
the sensitive, and emotional issues that would 
easily arouse the .passions of Common 
people, autonomist, liguistic, anti-immigrant 
religious, riba! and irredentist movements, 
work for their respective motivated goals. 
But,, the. responsible leaders of such move¬ 
ments should see that they do not go out of 
control, as people are involved. Considering 
the national interest, they should also be 
careful in restricting the over-enthusiastic 
and over-zealous groups, so that their dem¬ 
ands would not ultimately question the 
integrity and sovereignity of India. 


u ip a /ip ■rxirrc 

luurxjivxii T 


XT 

iy. 


tr 

IV. 


Manealaiiiurueesaii. 


J/ n 

iieu- j\ k sneer. 


n ■_ -r _ t-- 1 

in lurrtunuuu i '7/At— i 


liMI. II TTII.S . 


Tr_.1.1. f i • 

ivijihihi. pnnii- 


k 'A m 


.\*tr 


K0Qnmni. 
* *v»2' vv * 


I Tin*iicomir 
Vi MIUUUU1J 


\/I o^?*oo IUAA m n /!/> A 1 

iA-'UU, |/U) -TV-Til 


/ J/71JO IH 

M •-« » 


xniimnni itava 

—X* • 


/\/l si si v sic MoHroc 

•1?XHMt U-»j . iHUUItUIf 


U'/ I *r* A U 
v < i r | J* -rs • 


i —o A hi 
yuuuui, 


i'UV&lUUCl. 


X1 


i non 


i mo -i m 

1 70*4* AUU -U/ 


n . !»' 

j\imr ,\ J\anv . 







6 F'ucH Arasu, January 1, 1933. 13 

7 j * maury 8. 1933. 

8 It'd., Janary 8, 1933. 14 

9 Ib : d. 

15 

10 Kmg's Rally, Vo 1, XIT, 1935; Jan 1935; 
April-May, 1935 and August, 1935. 

11 Eugene F Irschick, Tamil Revivalism 
in (he 1930, Cre-A, Madras, 1986 p. 102. 


12 EVR, Declaration of war on Brakminism , 
The Dravidar Kazhagam Publication: 
Madras, 1983, pp. 9-20. 


Raju Kalidoss and R. Rasagopahn, 
Tamizkar Varalarum Panpadum (Tami 's), 

Dindigui, 1977, p. 413. 

C.N. Annadurai Ariya Mayai (Tamil) 
Pari Nilayam: Madras, 1985, p. 35 -36. 

S. Saras wati, Minorities in Madras 
State , Impex India. Delhi. 1974, p.$3. 

Ibid, pp. 82-83, 

17 Louis Dumont, as quoted by M.R. 
Barnett in The Politics oj Cultural 
Nationalism in South India , Princeton 
University Press, New Jersy, 1976, p.1’61 

18 Ibid., pp. 161-163. 


- ^ 


205 



